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REPLY BRIEF OF APPELLANT-GOVERNOR SHELDON P GORTAT

STATEMENT OF JURISDICTION
Title 78 provisions granting jurisdiction to the Justice Courts, the Murray District
Court and the Utah Court of Appeals are all unconstitutional and void.
STATEMENT OF ISSUES PRESENTED FOR REVIEW
Do any of the three courts named above have jurisdiction?
Does any person have a right to travel on public roads in a motorized vehicle
without a license, or proof of financial security?
Does Congress have power to emit bills of credit?
Does the State of Utah have the power to make bills of credit a tender for Debts?
Does any person have the right to exercise the functions or duties of a public
office of or in the State of Utah without first taking, subscribing and filing the required
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oath of office with the secretary of state, and are all unofficial acts unconstitutional and
void.
STANDARD OF REVIEW
The first issue to be resolved is the jurisdiction of courts, and this necessarily
involves the constitutionality of the statutes creating the courts. The standard of review
necessarily involves jurisdiction to hear the matter, which the "Utah Court of Appeals"
lacks completely, therefore there is no standard of review for the Utah Court of Appeals.
Every decision of the unconstitutional "Utah Court of Appeals" from 1987 to the present
time, May 21, 1999, is unconstitutional and void for lack of judicial power under the
Constitution of the United States and the Constitution of the State of Utah.
DETERMINATIVE PROVISIONS
DETERMINATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISIONS
[1.] All Debts contracted and Engagements entered into,
before the Adoption of this Constitution, shall be as valid
against the United States under this Constitution, as under the
Confederation.
[2.] This Constitution, and the Laws of the United States
which shall be made in Pursuance thereof; and all Treaties made,
or which shall be made, under the Authority of the United States,
shall be the supreme Law of the Land; and the Judges in every
State shall be bound thereby, any Thing in the constitution or
Laws of any State to the Contrary notwithstanding.
[3.] The Senators and Representatives before mentioned, and
the Members of the several State Legislatures, and all executive
and judicial Officers, both of the United States and of the
several States, shall be bound by Oath or Affirmation to support
this Constitution; but no religious Test shall ever be required
as a qualification to any Office or public Trust under the United
States.
U.S. Const. Article VI.
Sec. 8. [Powers of Congress.]
[1.] The Congress shall have Power To lay and collect Taxes,
Duties, Imposts and Excises, to pay the Debts and provide for the
common Defence and general Welfare of the United States; but all
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Duties, Imposts and Excises shall be uniform throughout the
United States;
[2.] To borrow money on the credit of the United States;
[3.] To regulate commerce with foreign nations, and among the
several States, and with the Indian Tribes;
[4.] To establish an uniform Rule of Naturalization, and
uniform Laws on the subject of Bankruptcies throughout the United
States;
[5.] To coin Money, regulate the Value thereof, and foreign
Coin, and fix the Standard of Weights and Measures;
[6.] To provide for the Punishment of counterfeiting the
Securities and current Coin of the United States;
[7.] To establish Post Offices and post Roads;
[8.] To promote the Progress of Science and useful Arts, by
securing for limited Times to Authors and Inventors the exclusive
Right to their respective Writings and Discoveries;
[9.] To constitute tribunals inferior to the Supreme Court;
[10.] To define and punish Piracies and Felonies committed on
the high Seas, and Offenses against the Law of Nations;
[11.] To declare War, grant Letters of Marque and Reprisal,
and make Rules concerning Captures on Land and Water;
[12.] To raise and support Armies, but no Appropriation of
Money to that Use shall be for a longer Term than two Years;
[13.] To provide and maintain a Navy;
[14.] To make Rules for the Government and Regulation of the
land and naval Forces;
[15.] To provide for calling forth the Militia to execute the
Laws of the Union, suppress Insurrections and repel Invasions;
[16.] To provide for organizing, arming, and disciplining the
Militia, and for governing such Part of them as may be employed
in the Service of the United States, reserving to the States
respectively, the Appointment of the Officers, and the Authority
of training the Militia according to the discipline prescribed by
Congress;
[17.] To exercise exclusive Legislation in all Cases
whatsoever, over such District (not exceeding ten Miles square)
as may, by Cession of particular States, and the Acceptance of
Congress, become the Seat of Government of the United States, and
to exercise like Authority over all Places purchased by the
Consent of the Legislature of the State in which the Same shall
be, for the Erection of Forts, Magazines, Arsenals, dock-Yards,
and other needful Buildings; and
[18.] To make All Laws which shall be necessary and proper
for carrying into Execution the foregoing Powers, and all other
Powers vested by this Constitution in the Government of the
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United States, or in any Department or Officer thereof. U.S.
Const. Section 8, clauses 1 through 18.
Sec. 9. [Powers denied Congress.]
[1 ] The Migration or Importation of such Persons as any of
the States now existing shall think proper to admit, shall not be
prohibited by the Congress prior to the Year one thousand eight
hundred and eight, but a tax or duty may be imposed on such
Importation, not exceeding ten dollars for each Person.
Sec. 10. [Powers denied the states.]
[1.] No state shall enter into any treaty, alliance, or
confederation; grant letters of marque and reprisal; coin money;
emit bills of credit; make any thing but gold and silver coin a
tender in payment of debts; pass any bill of attainder, as post
facto law, or law impairing the obligations of contracts, or
grant any title of nobility.
U.S. Const. Art I, Sec 10.
AMENDMENT I
[Religious and political freedom.]
Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of
religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or abridging
the freedom of speech, or of the press; or the right of the
people peaceably to assemble, and to petition the Government for
a redress of grievances.
AMENDMENT II
[Right to bear arms.]
A well-regulated Militia, being necessary to the security of
a free State, the right of the people to keep and bear Arms,
shall not be infringed.
AMENDMENT III
[Quartering soldiers.]
No Soldier shall, in time of peace, be quartered in any
house, without the consent of the Owner, nor in time of war, but
in a manner to be prescribed by law.
AMENDMENT IV
[Unreasonable searches and seizures.]
The right of the people to be secure in their persons,
houses, papers, and effects, against unreasonable searches and
seizures, shall not be violated, and no Warrants shall issue, but
upon probable cause, supported by Oath or affirmation, and
particularly describing the place to be searched, and the persons
or things to be seized.
AMENDMENT V
[Criminal actions - Provisions concerning - Due process of law
and just compensation clauses.]
No person shall be held to answer for a capital, or otherwise
infamous crime, unless on a presentment or indictment of a Grand
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Jury, except in cases arising in the land or naval forces, or in
the Militia, when in actual service in time of War or public
danger; nor shall any person be subject for the same offence to
be twice put in jeopardy of life or limb; nor shall be compelled
in any criminal case to be a witness against himself, nor be
deprived of life, liberty, or property, without due process of
law; nor shall private property be taken for public use, without
just compensation.
AMENDMENT VI
[Rights of accused.]
In all criminal prosecutions, the accused shall enjoy the
right to a speedy and public trial, by an impartial jury of the
State and district wherein the crime shall have been committed,
which district shall have been previously ascertained by law, and
to be informed of the nature and cause of the accusation; to be
confronted with the witnesses against him; to have compulsory
process for obtaining witnesses in his favor, and to have the
Assistance of counsel for his defence.
AMENDMENT VII
[Trial by jury in civil cases.]
In Suits at common law, where the value in controversy shall
exceed twenty dollars, the right of trial by jury shall be
preserved, and no fact tried by a jury, shall be otherwise
re-examined in any Court of the United States, than according to
the rules of the common law.
AMENDMENT VIII
[Bail - Punishment.]
Excessive bail shall not be required, nor excessive fines
imposed, nor cruel and unusual punishments inflicted.
AMENDMENT IX
[Rights retained by people.]
The enumeration in the Constitution, of certain rights, shall
not be construed to deny or disparage others retained by the
people.
AMENDMENT X
[Powers reserved to states or people.]
The powers not delegated to the United States by the
Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the States, are reserved to
the States respectively, or to the people.
AMENDMENT XIII
1.
[Slavery prohibited.]
2.
[Power to enforce amendment.]
Section 1. [Slavery prohibited.]
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Neither slavery nor involuntary servitude, except as a
punishment for crime whereof the party shall have been duly
convicted, shall exist within the United States, or any place
subject to their jurisdiction.
Sec. 2. [Power to enforce amendment.]
Congress shall have power to enforce this article by
appropriate legislation.
History: Proposed by Congress on February 1, 1865; declared to
have been ratified by the legislatures of twenty-seven of the
thirty-six states on December 18, 1865.
AMENDMENT XIV
Section
1.
[Citizenship - Due process of law - Equal protection.]
2.
[Representatives - Power to reduce appointment.]
3.
[Disqualification to hold office.]
4.
[Public debt not to be questioned - Debts of the
Confederacy and claims not to be paid.]
5.
[Power to enforce amendment.]
Section 1. [Citizenship - Due process of law - Equal
protection.]
All persons born or naturalized in the United States, and
subject to the jurisdiction thereof, are citizens of the United
States and of the State wherein they reside. No State shall make
or enforce any law which shall abridge the privileges or
immunities of citizens of the United States; nor shall any State
deprive any person of life, liberty, or property, without due
process of law; nor deny to any person within its jurisdiction
the equal protection of the laws.
Sec. 2. [Representatives - Power to reduce appointment.]
Representatives shall be apportioned among the several States
according to their respective numbers, counting the whole number
of persons in each State, excluding Indians not taxed. But when
the right to vote at any election for the choice of electors for
President and Vice-President of the United States,
Representatives in Congress, the Executive and Judicial Officers
of a State, or the members of the Legislature thereof, is denied
to any of the male inhabitants of such State, being twenty-one
years of age, and citizens of the United States, or in any way
abridged, except for participation in rebellion, or other crime,
the basis of representation therein shall be reduced in the
proportion which the number of such male citizens shall bear to
the whole number of male citizens twenty-one years of age in such
State.
Sec. 3. [Disqualification to hold office.]
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No person shall be a Senator or Representative in Congress,
or Elector of President and Vice President, or hold any office,
civil or military, under the United States, or under any State,
who, having previously taken an oath, as a member of Congress, or
as an officer of the United States, or as a member of any State
legislature, or as an executive or judicial officer of any State,
to support the Constitution of the United States, shall have
engaged in insurrection or rebellion against the same, or given
aid or comfort to the enemies thereof. But Congress may by a vote
of two-thirds of each House, remove such disability.
Sec. 4. [Public debt not to be questioned - Debts of the
Confederacy and claims not to be paid.]
The validity of the public debt of the United States,
authorized by law, including debts incurred for payment of
pensions and bounties for services in suppressing insurrection or
rebellion, shall not be questioned. But neither the United States
nor any State shall assume or pay any debt or obligation incurred
in aid of insurrection or rebellion against the United States, or
any claim for the loss or emancipation of any slave; but all such
debts, obligations, and claims shall be held illegal and void.
Sec. 5. [Power to enforce amendment.] The Congress shall have
power to enforce, by appropriate legislation, the provisions of
this article
STATEMENT OF THE CASE
I.
Nature of the Case
Appellant received two citations from South Salt Lake officers: The first was on
October 2, 1996, by Chris Salas, for improper registration, driving on a suspended
license and no proof of financial security, non of which were the reason he was
stopped, and he signed the citation, non-assumpsit. April 5, 1997, a warrant was
issued for Appellant's arrest. The second citation was issued February 13, 1998, for
faulty equipment, driving on suspension, and no proof of financial security, none of
which were the reason why appellant was stopped by Jason Richman. Appellant was
deprived of his liberty by Jason Richman who was armed with a firearm, and took him
away from his 15 year old daughter, and held in Salt Lake County Jails without
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assistance of counsel and without access to legal record or law books. A video court
arraignment was held in Metro Jail by Richard Halliday, March 6, 1998, and Appellant
was tried in his jail clothing, while shackled in chains, without a jury trial, because he
was deprived of his right to demand a jury because he was not allowed to file any
papers with the justice court, and the clerk of the court and the judge refused to allow
friends to see the records of the court to learn when the trial would be held and the
friends were not allowed to deliver to or receive papers from the Appellant while he
was in Jail..
II.

Course of the Proceedings and Disposition Below
Appellant was tried and convicted on all counts while mute at the trial. Appeal

was filed immediately following the trial, a hand written appeal. The commitment order
stated that the Appellant was to serve his sentences consecutively, but concurrently
with the sentences of the Sandy Justice Court. Appellant was in jail for 153 days from
the time he was deprived of his liberty by Jason Richman and Aaron D. Kennard and
his associates in organized crime, until July 16, 1998. October 9, 1998, appellant was
again tried, but only on the Richman charges, which were reduced to driving on
suspension and without proof of financial security. Those are the only surviving counts
of the 30 or so referred to by Appellee's counsel. All other counts were dismissed or
are to be dismissed.
III.

Statement of the Facts

1. Appellant was deprived of his liberty while exercising his right to travel with a
minor member of his family on a public road in the State of Utah, County of Salt Lake,
and the City of South Salt Lake.
4

2. Appellant was held captive for 153 consecutive days.
3. Appellant is impecunious due to deprivation of his liberty and travel right, and
failure of the Congress to coin gold and silver Coin for the people and the states..
4. He could not provide a transcript for himself or the appellee or the court.
5. Appellant drives by right, not by license, to travel in his private automobile.
6. Those who attempted to enact the Utah Court of Appeals act in 1986 in the
senate failed to file oaths office for 1986, and in 1987 there was not a single member of
either the senate or house of representative that either subscribed or filed an oath of
office with the secretary of state. No oaths of office were subscribed and filed with the
secretary of state in 1989 for any office in the senate and house nor for any executive
office nor for any judicial office, within the time prescribed by law. A total failure.
7. Those pretending to be legislative, executive and judicial officers in the state
of Utah have all refused to uphold the Constitution and laws of the United States and
the Constitution and laws of the State of Utah relating to the oath of office, and have
acted in criminal violation of the laws of the State of Utah, including all the prosecutors
in the State of Utah. David Yocum has refused to uphold Ithe oath of office laws for the
ten years he has know about the hundreds of criminal violations. Even his election was
void because of his own wickedness in refusing to uphold the laws of this state, along
with Walter R. Ellett and E. Neal Gunnarson.
SUMMARY OF THE ARGUMENT
The appellant's issues involve lack of Jurisdiction of the justice court, the
Murray third district court, and the Utah Court of Appeals, and the validity of each and
every purported statutory enactment from 1974 to May 24, 1999, including the acts
5

creating the justice courts (1989), the acts creating the Murray District Court (1995),
and the act creating the Utah Court of Appeals (1986), and of every decision of the
unconstitutional courts, not excluding the unconstitutional decisions of the Utah
Supreme Court, when its members failed to file oaths of office with the secretary of
state between 1985 to the present time and who are not compensated in gold and silver
Coin.
Appellant, like every other citizen or person lawfully in the United States, has the
right to travel with his life, liberty and property in a private motor vehicle on the public
roads of the United States and any public road in any state, including the State of Utah,
without interference by statute, rule or regulation that would deprive him of such right,
without a driver's or operator' s license, without vehicle registration and without
mandatory liability insurance or operators security therefore.
Every federal statute that purports to authorized the emission of Bills of Credit or
to make Bills of Credit a legal tender are unconstitutional and void. Power to emit Bills
of Credit was not granted to the Congress of the United States by the Constitution of
the United States, and the express power to emit Bills on the Credit of the United States
was withdrawn from the Congress upon ratification of the Constitution by nine states.
The vote in the Constitutional Convention to strike the words, "and emit bills on
the credit of the United States" was made on August 16, 1787, nine states being for
striking and two states against. The states are absolutely and expressly prohibited from
making any Thing but gold and silver Coin a Tender in Payment of Debts and every
officer, legislative, executive or judicial of the United States or of any State is bound by
oath or affirmation to support the absolute prohibition against the states making any
6

Thing but gold and silver Coin a Tender in Payment of Debts.
The power to coin Money was granted to Congress, and to regulate the Value
thereof, and of foreign Coin according to the standard fixed in the Constitution of the
United States, that is, to the standard of the dollars therein mentioned.
Failure to file an oath of office with the proper officer within the time prescribe by
law creates a vacancy and it is a criminal offense to act without first taking, subscribing
and filing the required oath with the designated officer in accordance with constitutional
law. Those persons who have not complied with the law have no power to act in public
office but refuse to acknowledge the validity and mandatory nature of the Constitutional
and statutory provisions of the United States and the State of Utah.
ARGUMENT
I.

APPELLANTS ISSUES FOR APPEAL RELATE TO THE JURISDICTION OF
THE COURTS AND THE VALIDITY AND THE CONSTITUTIONALITY OF
ACTS OF CONGRESS, AMENDMENTS TO THE UTAH CONSTITUTION,
STATUTES OF UTAH ,AND ORDINANCES UNDER WHICH THE BENCH
TRIAL AND JURY TRIAL DE NOVO WERE HELD AND ACTS CONFERRING
JURISDICTION ON THE SOUTH SALT LAKE JUSTICE COURT, THE MURRAY
DISTRICT COURT, THE UTAH COURT OF APPEALS AND THE UTAH
SUPREME COURT, TITLES 10, 52, 53, 76, 77, 78 ENACTED AFTER 1974.
The judgment i s v o i d f o r l a c k of J u r i s d i c t i o n over

$1,000.00

Fine f o r a c l a s s C misdemeanor and f o r a c l a s s B misdemeanor when
t h e maximum f i n e s f o r b o t h c l a s s C and B misdemeanors i s
$ 3 0 0 . 0 0 , a s p r o v i d e d under 1 0 - 8 - 8 4 , which was u n o f f i c i a l
1986,

under
changed

which change i s v o i d b e c a u s e i t was u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l l y made

when no member of t h e s e n a t e f i l e d an o a t h of o f f i c e
terms c o v e r i n g t h e y e a r 1986, v o i d ,
r e p u g n a n t t o law and t h e Utah

t h e 1986 change was

Constitution.
7

for

the

UCA 10-8-85, enacted in 1953 provides 1 day c r e d i t for each
$2 of fine (maximum fine under $300). This s t a t u t e has not been
changed and i s s t i l l the law. See also 10-7-67, 10-7-66, and
s t a t u t e s l i m i t i n g / i n c r e a s i n g f i n e . Also UCA 76-3-301, modified in
1995, i s in d i r e c t c o n f l i c t with 10-8-84, 10-8-85.

The c i t a t i o n

issued by Richman c i t e s code # 0407 driving on suspension and #
5454 no insurance.
II.

These are not laws of the State of Utah.

PERSONS ACTING IN THE NAME OF THE STATE OF UTAH WHO HAVE
NOT FILED THE REQUIRED OATH OF OFFICE WITH THE SECRETARY OF
STATE HAVE NO POWER OR DUTY TO REGULATE THE OPERATION OF
MOTOR VEHICLES UPON THE PUBLIC ROADS OF THE UNITED STATES
OR OF THE STATE OF UTAH OR ANY POLITICAL SUBDIVISION THEREOF,
AND THE STATE HAS NO POWER TO DEPRIVE ANY PERSON OF THE
RIGHT TO TRAVEL WITHIN ITS JURISDICTION WITHOUT DUE PROCESS
OF LAW AND EQUAL PROTECTION OF THE LAWS.
While held prisoner of war by members of organized crime at 3148 South 1100

West, South Salt Lake, Utah, under the direction of one of the organized crime bosses
for Salt Lake County, Aaron D. Kennard, appellant was denied access to any legal
materials but what might be sent to him by means of the U. S. Postal Service, another
element of organized crime that is operated by criminal means. He was therefore left
on his own to write motions and briefs, without the assistance of counsel even though
counsel was unofficially appointed by the unofficial judge, Joseph C. Fratto, Jr.,
One of the motions filed was entitled: MOTION, BRIEF AND DEMAND TO
DISMISS FOR DENIAL OF UNALIENABLE RIGHT TO TRAVEL, filed June 10, 1999
while defendant was still being held on the unofficial South Salt Lake sentence that was
running concurrent with the unofficial sentence of Donald Sawaya in the unofficial
Sandy City Justice Court. For purposes of this brief, the Motion in its entirety is
8

included herein by this reference to the record on appeal as if fully reproduced here.
The U. S. Supreme Court has ruled:
The "right" to travel is a part of the liberty of which the citizen cannot be
deprived without due process of law. See Kent v. Dulles, 357 U.S. 116, 125.
The Supreme Court of Wisconsin stated in 1909:
The term public "highway' in its broad popular sense, includes toll
roads-any road that the public have a "right" to use even conditionally, though in
a strict legal sense it is restricted to roads which are wholly public. See Weirich
v. State. 140 Wis. 98,
The Supreme Court of Illinois ruled:
7. It could not be stated more conclusively that sovereigns of the states have a
"right" to travel without approval or restriction, (license), and that this "right" is
protected under the U.S. constitution. After all, who do the roadways belong
to anyway? The people-at-large. The following court decisions expound these
same facts:
(1) The streets and highways belong to the public, for the use of the public in
the ordinary and customary manner. See: Hadfield v. Lundin, 98 Wa. 657;
167 P. 516;
(2) All Those who travel upon, and transport their property upon, the public
highways, using the ordinary conveyance of today, and doing so in the
usual and ordinary course of life and business. See Hadfield, Supra;
State v. City of Spokane. 109 Wa. 360; 186 P. 864
(3) The "right" of the citizen to travel upon the highways and to transport his
property thereon, in the ordinary course of life and business, differs
radically and obviously from that of one who makes the highways his
place of business and uses it for private gain. State v. City of Spokane,
Supra
(4) [F]or while a citizen has the "right" to travel upon the public highways and
to transport his property thereon, that "right" does not extend to the use of
highways, either in whole or in part, as a place of business for private
gain. For the latter purposes no person has a vested right to use the
highways of the state, but is a mere privilege or license which the
legislature may grant or withhold at its discretion. See Hadfield, Supra;
State v. Johnson. 243 P. 1073; Cummins v. Jones. 155 P. 171: Packard v.
Banton. 44 S.Ct. 257, 246 U,S. 140,
And there are other cases too numerous to mention.
8. The Washington State Supreme Court stated:
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(1) I am particularly interested about the rights of haulers by contract, or
otherwise, but I am deeply interested in the "rights" of the people to use
public highways freely for all lawful purposes. See Robertson v.
Department of Public Work. 180 Wa. 133 at 139.
9. The Supreme Court of Indiana ruled in 1873:
(1)

It is not the amount of travel, the extent of the use of a highway by the
public that distinguishes it from a private way or road. It is the "right" to so
use or travel upon it, not it's exercise. See Ind., 455, 461

10. 11 American Jurisprudence 1 st has this to say:
(1) The "Right" of a citizen to travel upon the public highways and to transport
his property thereon, by horse-drawn carriage, wagon, or automobile, is
not a mere privilege which may be permitted or prohibited at will, but a
"common right" which he has under his right to life, liberty, and the pursuit
of happiness. Under this constitutional guarantee one may, therefor,
under normal conditions, travel at his inclination along the public highways
or in public places, and while conducting himself in an orderly and decent
manner, neither interfering with, nor disturbing another's "rights," he will be
protected, not only in his person, but in his safe conduct. See Gardner v.
City of Brunswick, 28 S.E. 2d 135.
11. The Supreme Court of the State of Colorado discussed the issue in the
following way in 1961.
(1) The Constitution of the State of Colorado, Article 11, sec 3, provides that:
All persons have certain natural, essential and unalienable "rights," among
which may be reckoned the "right" of acquiring, possessing and protecting
property.
(2) A motor vehicle is property and a person cannot be deprived of property
without due process of law. The term property, within the meaning of the
due process clause, includes the "right" to make full use of the property
which one has the unalienable "right" to acquire.
(3) Every citizen has an unalienable "right" to make use of the public
highways of the state; every citizen has full freedom to travel from place to
place in the enjoyment of his life and liberty. See People v Nothaus, 147
Colo. 210.
12. The Constitution of the State of Idaho contains the words:
(1) All men are by nature free and equal, and have certain unalienable "rights"
among which are: acquiring, possessing, and protecting property.
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13. Other authorities have arrived at similar conclusions:
(1) The Constitution of the United States of America, Amendment 9,
The enumeration of certain rights shall not be construed to deny or
disparage others retained by the people. U.S. Const. Amend. 9.
14. The appellant claims all of his rights, including his unalienable life, liberty
and property right to travel on the public roads and highways with his 1) life, 2) his
liberty, and 3) his property, without prohibition by any authority under the Constitution
of the United States of America, the Constitutions and laws of any of the States,
including the Constitution and laws of the State if Utah.
Appellant hereby rejects all: unconstitutional laws both of the United
States and any of them, including the unconstitutional amendments to the Constitution
of the State of Utah, and the unconstitutional laws enacted in the State of Utah from the
time of statehood in 1896 to the present time, including each and every act of
legislation, executive order, administrative rule, or judicial decision unconstitutionally
implementing, construing or enforcing such unconstitutional laws, amendments, rules or
decisions, and particularly those which have been used to deprive him of his inalienable
life, liberty and property rights to travel on the public roads of the United States, or any
of the United States, including the State of Utah, or of any political subdivision of the
State of Utah, or of any other State. All unconstitutional laws are always
unconstitutional and void, and never become constitutional laws. They do not become
void when they are declared to be void, they are void from the time they are enacted,
and they never do become a part of the constitutional law of the land no matter how
many years they remain of the books of the United States or any of them or of any
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political subdivision thereof.
15. As a sovereign citizen, the appellant is not only entitled to use the highways
and byways in the United States of America, he has the unalienable right to use the
highways and byways.
(1) A highway is a passage, road, or street, which every citizen has a "right" to
use. See Bouvier's Law Dictionary,
16. The United States Supreme Court has ruled that:
(1) Undoubtedly the "right" of locomotion, the "right" to remove from one place
to another according to inclination, is an attribute of personal liberty, and
the "right," ordinarily, of free transit from or through the territory of any
state is a "right," secured by the Fourteenth Amendment and by other
provisions of the Constitution. Williams v. Fears. 343 U.S. 270, 274.
17. A "right," a "common right," an "absolute right," an "unalienable right," is
protected by the Constitution of the United States.
(1) "Right"- as related to the person, "rights" are absolute or relative; absolute
"rights" such as every individual born or living in this country (and not an
alien enemy) is constantly clothed with, and relate to his own personal
security of life, limbs, body, health, and reputation; or to his personal
liberty; "rights" which attach upon every person immediately upon his birth
in the kings dominion, and even upon a slave the instant he lands within
the same. See Chittv Pr. 32.
(2) Vehicle-Vehicle means a device in, upon, or by which any person or
property is or may be transported or drawn upon a public highway,
excepting devices moved by human power or horse drawn or used
exclusively upon stationary rails or tracks. See Idaho Code 49301(14)
(3) Street or Highway-Street or highway means the entire width between
property lines of every way or place of whatever nature when any part
thereof is open to the use of the public, as a matter of "right," for purposes
of vehicular traffic. See Idaho Code 49301 (13).
(4) The term "motor vehicle" may be so used as to include only those selfpropelled vehicles which are used on highways primarily for purposes of
"transporting" persons or property from place to place. See 60 Corpus
Juris Secundum, Sec 1, p 148; Ferrante equipment co. v. Foley
Machinery Co.. N.J., 231 A2d 208, 211, 49 N.J. 432.
22. The Constitution of the United States and of the State of Utah guarantee the
12

appellant, a sovereign citizen, the "right" to own property. The Supreme Courts, both
of the United States and any of them, including the State of Utah, guarantee the
appellant, a sovereign citizen, the "right" to own property.
The Supreme Court of North Carolina and Texas and other states have affirmed
that the "right" to own property includes the "right" to use it while it harms nobody.
When that property is an automobile, it is included in the definitions of "vehicle and
motor vehicle" in the Idaho Code Title 49, Chapter 3, and in the same Idaho Code
chapter, streets and highways are defined as the place where vehicles are used by the
public as a matter of "right."

I

Thus, it shows that sovereign citizens, such as the appellant, have the "right" to
use a vehicle or motor vehicle on the streets or highways of North Carolina, or of any
other state. Now, the fact is that persons holding themselves out to be judges of courts
in the State of Utah, and persons holding themselves out to be law enforcement
officers of the state, a county or city, used jails, places of confinement, to deny the
appellant, a sovereign citizen, his rights protected by the fifth amendment to the
Constitution of the United States, including his right to be protected against selfincrimination, that he not to be compelled to be a witness against himself, and to deny
him his rights to life, liberty and property without due process of law, and also in
violation of his right to protection against excessive bail, fines, and cruel and unusual
punishments, and rights protected by the fourteenth amendment, wherein no state shall
make or enforce any law which shall abridge the privileges and immunities of citizens of
the United States; nor shall any state deprive any person of life, liberty or property,
without due process of law; nor deny to any person within its jurisdiction equal
13

protection of the laws. The appellant, a sovereign citizen, has been falsely imprisoned
for an excessive length of time and denied access to the law libraries, denied legal
papers and materials, denied notary services, and denied access to the courts. The
appellant, a person, a sovereign citizen, was denied access to Utah Law and Utah cites
to refer to in his motions, briefs, and demand to dismiss for denial of his unalienable
right to travel upon the public roads of the United States and of the State of Utah. No
person was allowed to visit with the appellant while he was held as a prisoner, even as
a prisoner of war during a period of martial law, unless the person had in their
possession a valid driver's license, or other identification issued as identification by an
official government agency, state or federal. And since there is no official identification
issued by the State of Utah, nor has there been for many years. Any driver's license
obtained by error or fraud is vitiated, canceled, terminated, revoked and void.
Even the legislature has no power to deny to a citizen the "right" to travel
upon the highway and transport his property in the ordinary course of his
business or pleasure, though this "right" might be regulated in accordance with
the public interest and convenience. See Chicago Motor Coach v. Chicago, 169
NE. 22.
"Regulated" here means traffic safety enforcement, stop lights, signs, etc.,
not a privilege that requires permission, i.e.; licensing, mandatory insurance,
vehicle registration, etc.
The use of the highway for the purpose of travel and transportation is not
a mere privilege, but a "common and fundamental right," of which the public and
individuals cannot rightfully be deprived. See Chicago Motor Coach v. Chicago,
Supra; Ligare v. Chicago. 28 N.E. 934; Boone v. Clark, 214 S.W. 607; American
Jurisprudence 1 st Ed. Highways? 163
Citizen's "right" to travel upon public highways includes right to use usual
conveyances of time, including horse drawn carriage, or automobile, for ordinary
purpose of life and business. See Thomson v. Smith, (Chief of Police), 154 S.E.
79, 580.
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III.

CONGRESS HAS NO POWER TO EMIT BILLS ON THE CREDIT OF THE
UNITED STATES OR REGULATE THE VALUE OF ANY THING BUT COINED
MONEY OF THE UNITED STATES OR FOREIGN COIN ACCORDING TO A
FIXED STANDARD OF VALUE PURSUANT TO THE CONSTITUTION OF THE
UNITED STATES, AND NO STATE HAS THE POWER TO MAKE OR
ENFORCE ANY LAW TO MAKE ANY THING BUT GOLD AND SILVER COIN
SO REGULATED A TENDER IN PAYMENT OF DEBTS.

No bills of credit were issued until the Civil War broke out. Both sides tried to win the
war with bills of credit. The South learned the true value of bills of credit, zero, the
North continued the charade, and now more damage has been done to the people of
this world by bills of credit that all other means combined and they are leading to the
destruction of every country, land and people that use them, and bringing all nations to
a full end. The price of iniquity. Bills of Credit have always been unnecessary, unjust
and useless, the engine of oppression and fraud and a most undesirable and flagrant
violation of the Constitution of the United States. The Constitution hangs as if it were
on a very thin gold and silver thread over the brink of ruin. Will you strengthen or
weaken that single glistening strand of gold and silver, or will you be among those who
seek to sever the life line with the Constitution of the United States by aiding and
abetting its enemies. A single word for such betrayal and conduct is treason. Another
word is rebellion, and another is racketeering and others are dealing in false securities,
making extortionate extensions of credit and extortionate collections of credit. Yes, our
false legislators, false executive officers and false judges and false prosecutors have all
become the summon and bonum of organized crime, as it were, devils incarnate,
enemies to all righteousness, as if they had all volunteered to have the mark of the devil
placed in their forehead or in the right hand, so that no one could buy or sell or travel
who had not received the mark of the beast of eternal bondage, even the mark of
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eternal slavery, the mark of eternal damnation, yes, an eternal life or eternal death
decision for us all.
Let's see how the founding fathers of the Constitution and this nation voted to
protect us from the mark of the beast. Are we worthy or unworthy heirs of the Magna
Charta, the Mayflower Compact, the Declaration of Rights, the Declaration of
Independence and the Constitution of the United States of America? This is our
choice, Life and Liberty, or death and captivity? In short, Freedom or bondage?
Augustl6, 1787, Constitutional Convention, Philadelphia, PA:
"Mr. Govr. Morris moved to strike out 'and emit bills
on the credit of the United States 1 —If the United States
had credit such bills would be unnecessary: if they had not,
unjust & useless."
"Mr. Butler, 2ds. the motion."
"Mr. Madison, will it not be sufficient to prohibit the
making them a tender?
This will remove the temptation to
emit them with unjust views. An promissory notes in that
shape may in some emergencies be best."
"Mr. Govr. Morris, striking out the words will leave
room for notes of a responsible
minister which will do all
the good without the mischief. The monied interest will
oppose the plan of Government, if paper emissions be not
prohibited. "
"Mr. Ghorum was for striking out, without inserting any
prohibition. if the words stand they may suggest and lead
to the measure."
"Col. Mason had doubts on the subject. Congs. he
thought would not have the power unless it were expressed.
Though he had a mortal hatred to paper money, yet as he
could not foresee all emergencies, he was unwilling to tie
the hands of the Legislature. He observed that the late war
could not have been carried on, had such a prohibition
existed."
"Mr. Ghorum. The power as far as it will be necessary
or safe, is involved in that of borrowing."
"Mr. Mercer was a friend to paper money, though in the
present state & temper of America, he should neither propose
nor approve of such a measure. He was consequently opposed
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to a prohibition of it altogether. It will stamp suspicion
on the Government to deny it a discretion on this point. It
was impolitic also to excite the opposition of all those who
were friends to paper money. The people of property would
be sure to be on the side of the plan, and it was impolitic
to purchase their further attachment with the loss of the
opposite class of Citizens"
"Mr. Ellsworth thought this a favorable moment to shut
and bar the door against paper money. The mischiefs of the
various experiments which had been made, were now fresh in
the public mind and had excited the disgust of all the
respectable part of America. By withholding the power from
the new Governt. more friends of influence would be gained
to it than by almost any thing else. Paper money can in no
case be necessary. Give the Government credit, and other
resources will offer. The power may do harm, never good."
"Mr. Randolph, notwithstanding his antipathy to paper
money, could not agree to strike out the words, as he could
not foresee all the occasions which might arise."
"Mr. Wilson. It will have a most salutary influence on
the credit of the United States to remove the possibility of
paper money. This expedient can never succeed whilst its
mischiefs are remembered, and as long as it can be resorted
to, it will be a bar to other resources."
"Mr. Butler. remarked that paper money was a legal
tender in no Country in Europe. He was urgent for disarming
the Government of such power."
"Mr. Mason was still adverse to tying the hands of the
Legislature altogether.
If there was no example in Europe
as just remarked, it might be observed on the other side,
that there was none in which the Government was restrained
on this head."
"Mr. Read, thought the words, if not struck out, would
be as alarming as the mark of the Beast in Revelations"
"Mr. Langdon had rather reject the whole plan than
retain the three words f (and emit bills)'"
"On the motion for striking out
N. H. ay. Mas. ay. Ct. ay. N. J. no. Pa. ay. Del.
ay. Md. no. Va. ay.* N. C. ay. S. C. ay. Geo. ay."
"The clause for borrowing money, agreed to nem. con."
"*This vote in the affirmative by Virga. was occasioned by the
acquiescence of Mr. Madison who became satisfied that striking
out the words would not disable the Govt, from the use of public
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notes as far as they could be safe & proper; & would only cut off
the pretext for a paper currency,
and particularly for making the
bills a tender either for public or private debts."
Judiciary Act of 1789 set the compensation forjudges which could not be
diminished during their good behaviour continuance in office.
IV.

THE FAILURE TO QUALIFY FOR A PUBLIC OFFICE BY FAILING TO FILE
THE REQUIRED OATH OF OFFICE WITH THE SECRETARY OF STATE
WITHIN THE TIME PRESCRIBED BY LAW CREATES A VACANCY IN THE
OFFICE, AND EXERCISING THE FUNCTIONS OR ENTERING UPON THE
DUTIES OF A PUBLIC OFFICE WITHOUT FIRST FILING THE REQUIRED
OATH OF OFFICE CONSTITUTES A PUBLIC OFFENSE OF UNOFFICIAL
MISCONDUCT AND UNOFFICIAL (criminal) ACTS ARE
UNCONSTITUTIONAL AND VOID.
Appellant's position on the oath of office is affirmed by the Supreme Court

of the United States and the Constitution and laws of the United States, and the
Constitution and laws of the State of Utah, and the judicial decisions of this state
and other states belonging to the United States of America. I am in compliance
with such Constitutional and statutory provisions and judicial decisions of the
United States and of the State of Utah and other States, while no justice or judge
in the Utah Supreme Court, Utah Court of Appeals, district courts, or justice
courts of the State of Utah are in compliance, including: Gordon B. Hall, Richard C.
Howe, Christine M., Durham, Michael D. Zimmerman, I. Daniel Stewart, Leonard K.
Russon, James Z. Davis, Michael J. Wilkins, Russell W. Bench, Judith M. Billings,
Pamela T. Greenwood, Norman H. Jackson, Gregory K. Orme, all district judges, and
all justice court judges, because none of them are justices or judges, because either
the act creating the court and the office of judge therein is unconstitutional or they have
not filed the required oath of office certificate with the secretary of state, the county
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clerk, or the city recorder, as the case may be. This has been a matter of public
knowledge for more than ten (10) full years. See Deseret News, April 18,1989.
OATH OR AFFIRMATION. 63C AMJUR 2d. Sec 131 (1984) states:
I
"Before beginning his official duties, a public officer may be
required by constitutional or statutory provisions to take an oath."
Lyons v Woods. 153 US 649, 38 L Ed. 854,14 S Ct 959; Parker v
Overman. 59 US 137,15 L Ed 318.
"The prescribed oath of office may be exacted of every public officer,
whether federal, state, county or municipal." US Const. Art VI, cl. 3. Utah
Const. Art IV, Sec. 10.
"Where the constitution or statute makes the official oath
indispensable, the officer cannot be considered as qualified until he takes
it." June v School Dist.. 283 Mich 533, 278 NW 676,116 ALR 581: State ex
rel. Barney v Hawkins. 79 Mont 506, 257 P 411, 53 ALR 583.
"Moreover, a public employee who has failed to take a required oath
may be precluded from asserting immunity in a lawsuit based on acts
within his scope of public employment." Coussoule v Redden. 118 NH 4,
381 A2d 1200.
"... a person elected to public office cannot be charged with corrupt
behavior in office if he has not fulfilled a mandatory oath requirement."
State v Penta. 127 NJ Super 201, 316 A2d 733.
"...the taking of an official oath does not per se make the position a
public office." 63C Amjur Sec 4.
"It is customary to require judicial and legislative officers to take an
oath of office in the same manner as executive and administrative
officials. Oklahoma City v Oklahoma R. Co.. 20 Okla 1, 93 P 48.
"The time within which the officer may take the oath of office may
be fixed by law, and it is usually provided that the oath must be taken and
subscribed before the officer begins the duties of the office." Parker v
Overman. 59 U.S. 137,15 L Ed 318; American Surety Co. v Independent
School Dist. No. 18 (CA8 Minn) 53 F2d 178, 81 ALR 1, Cert den 284 US 683,
76 L Ed 577, 52 S Ct 200; State ex rel. Mitchell v McDonald. 164 Miss 405,
145 So 508, 86 ALR 290.
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"Whether the oath may be taken after such time depends on the
mandatory or directory character of the requirement." Archer v. State, 74
Md 443, 22 A 8.
"If mandatory, the officer must be sworn within the time allowed."
Parker v Overman, 59 U.S. 137,15 L Ed 318; June v School Dist. 283
Mich 533, 278 NW 676,116 ALR 581;
"He has no right to take the oath thereafter, nor has any official the
authority to administer it to him, and no belated compliance confers power
on him to act" Archer v State, 74 Md 443, 22 A 8. Parker v Overman, 59
U.S. 137,15 L Ed 318;
"If an officer fails to file an oath of office within the statutory time
limit, a supervising board is not required to hold a hearing on charges
before dismissing him." Comins v County of Delaware (3d Dept) 66 App
Div 2d 966, 412 NYS2d 428, later app (3d Dept) 73 App Div 2d 698, 422
NYS2d 533.
In refusing obedience to false laws and orders, for fraud and other reasons
stated above and below, defendant stands fast by the Constitution with the
founding fathers both as concerning the mandatory nature of the Constitutional
and statutory provisions of the United States and of the State of Utah in relation
to the indispensable oath or affirmation of office for all legislative, executive and
judicial officers of both the United States and of the State of Utah, and of other
states and gold and silver Coin as the only Tender in the Payment of Debt, private
of public.
United States Constitution, ARTICLE VI
[Miscellaneous Provisions]
[Assumption of public debt - Supreme Law - Oath of office - Religious tests prohibited.]
[1.] All Debts contracted and Engagements entered into, before the Adoption of this
Constitution, shall be as valid against the United States under this Constitution, as under
the Confederation.
[2.] This Constitution, and the Laws of the United States which shall be made in
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Pursuance thereof; and all Treaties made, or which shall be made, under the Authority of
the United States, shall be the supreme Law of the Land; and the Judges in every State
shall be bound thereby, any Thing in the constitution or Laws of any State to the
Contrary notwithstanding.
[3.] The Senators and Representatives before mentioned, and the Members of the
several State Legislatures, and all executive and judicial Officers, both of the United
States and of the several States, shall be bound by Oath or Affirmation to support
this Constitution; but no religious Test shall ever be required as a qualification to any
Office or public Trust under the United States. Emphasis added. U.S. Const. Art. VI.
8. The first law or statute enacted under the Constitution
of the United States is found at 1 Stat. 23.
STATUTE I.
CHAPTER I.—Act to regulate the Time and Manner of
administering certain Oaths. June 1, 1789.
SEC.l. Be it enacted by the Senate and [House of]
Representatives of the United States of America in Congress
assembled, That the oath or affirmation required by the
sixth article of the Constitution of the United States,
shall be administered in the form following, to wit: "I,
A.B. do solemnly swear or affirm (as the case may be) that I
will support the Constitution of the United States." The
said oath or affirmation shall be administered within three
days after the passing of this act, by any one member of the
Senate, to the President of the Senate, and by him to all
the members and to the secretary; and by the Speaker of the
House of Representatives, to all the members who have not
taken a similar oath, by virtue of a particular resolution
of the said House, and to the clerk: and in case of the
absence of any member from the service of either House, at
the time prescribed for taking the said oath or affirmation,
the same shall be administered to such member, when he shall
appear to take his seat.
SEC.2. And be it further enacted, That at the first
session of Congress after every general election of
Representatives, the oath or affirmation aforesaid, shall be
administered by any one member of the House of
Representatives to the Speaker; and by him to all the
members present, and to the clerk, previous to entering on
any other business; and to the members who shall afterwards
appear, previous to taking their seats. The President of
the Senate for the time being, shall also administer the
said oath or affirmation to each Senator who shall hereafter
be elected, previous to his taking his seat: and in any
future case of a President of the Senate, who shall not have
taken the said oath or affirmation, the same shall be
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administered to him by any one of the members of the Senate.
SEC.3. And be it further enacted, That the members of the
several State legislatures, at the next sessions of the said
legislatures, respectively, and all executive and judicial
officers of the several States, who have been heretofore
chosen or appointed, or who shall be chosen or appointed
before the first day of August next, and who shall then be
in office, shall, within one month thereafter, take the same
oath or affirmation, except where they shall have taken it
before; which may be administered by any person authorized
by the law of the State, in which such office shall be
holden, to administer oaths. And the members of the several
State legislatures, and all executive and judicial officers
of the several States, who shall be chosen or appointed
after the said first day of August, shall, before they
proceed to execute the duties of their respective offices,
take the foregoing oath or affirmation, which shall be
administered by the person or persons, who by the law of the
State shall be authorized to administer the oath of office;
and the person or persons so administering the oath hereby
required to be taken, shall cause a record or certificate
thereof to be made, in the same manner, as, by the law of
the State, he or they shall be directed to record or certify
the oath of office.
SEC.4. And be it further enacted, That all officers
appointed, or hereafter to be appointed under the authority
of the United States, shall, before they act in their
respective offices, take the same oath or affirmation, which
shall be administered by the person or persons who shall be
authorized by law to administer to such officers their
respective oaths of office; and such officers shall incur
the same penalties in case of failure, as shall be imposed
by law in case of failure in taking their respective oaths
of office.
SEC.5. And be it further enacted, That the secretary of the
Senate, and the clerk of the House of Representatives for
the time being, shall, at the time of taking the oath or
affirmation aforesaid, each take an oath or affirmation in
the words following, to wit: "I, A.B. secretary of the
Senate, or clerk of the House of Representatives (as the
case may be) of the United States of America, do solemnly
swear or affirm, that I will truly and faithfully discharge
the duties of my said office, to the best of my knowledge
and abilities." United States Statutes at Large,1 Stat. 23.
(Emphases Added).

9. Pursuant to the Constitution of the United States of America and 1 Stat. 23, of the Stat,
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the Constitution of the State of Utah provides in Article IV, Section 10:
Sec. 10. [Oath of office.]
All officers made elective or appointive by this Constitution or by the laws made in
pursuance thereof, before entering upon the duties of their respective offices, shall take
and subscribe the following oath or affirmation: "I do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I
will support, obey and defend the Constitution of the United States and the Constitution
of this State, and that I will discharge the duties of my office with fidelity. ["] Utah
Const. Art, IV, Section 10.
History: Const. 1896.
1 O.Utah law requires the oaths of all state officials] to be filed with the secretary of state.
The oaths of office of all state officials shall be filed with the secretary of state.
U.C.A. 52-1-2 (1974)
11. No change can be made in section 52-1-2, (1974) until those duly elected or
appointed to the legislature file the required oath of office with the secretary of state. Failure to
file the oath of office with the secretary of state within the time prescribed by law creates a
vacancy in such state office, and no judicial action is required to create the vacancy in the office.
TITLE 52 CHAPTER 2
FAILURE TO QUALIFY FOR OFFICE
Section
52-2-1. Time in which to qualify - Failure - Office declared vacant.
Whenever any person duly elected or appointed to any office of the state or any of its
political subdivisions, fails to qualify for such office within sixty days after the date of
beginning of the term of office for which he was elected or appointed, such office shall
thereupon become vacant and shall be filled as provided by law. U.C.A. 52-2-1 (1974)
12. No oath of office has been filed with the secretary of state for any state judicial office
since 1978, or for any state executive office since 1978, nor for any state legislative office in the
senate since 1974, or for any state legislative office in the house of representatives since 1978,
except for 1) the office of secretary of state on January 6,1997, by Sheldon Peter Gortat; for 2)
the office of governor on March 6, 1997, by Sheldon P. Gortat; for 3) the office of secretary of
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state on March 6, 1997 by Lawrence Rey Topham; for 4) the office of state treasurer on March 6,
1997, by David Joseph Murtha: for 5) one office of state senator in 1999, by David Ensign
Gardner, and for 6) one office of representative in the House of Representatives in 1999.
Acting in a public office without filing the required oath is a criminal act of unofficial
misconduct, a class B misdemeanor, as provided in U.C.A. 76-8-203 (1974).
76-8-203. Unofficial misconduct.
(1) A person is guilty of unofficial misconduct if he exercises or attempts to exercise
any of the functions of a public office when:
(a) he has not taken and filed the required oath of office;
(2) Unofficial misconduct is a class B misdemeanor.
U.C.A. 76-8-203(l)(a) and (b) [should be (2) instead of (b)]
13,. No valid laws have been enacted in the State of Utah since December 31, 1974. No
valid amendments to the Constitution of the State of Utah have been proposed or adopted since
December 31, 1974, because there was no Utah Senate to enact any law, nor to propose any
amendment to the Utah Constitution since 1974, and no House of Representatives to enact any
law or propose any amendments to the Utah Constitution in concurrence with a Utah Senate
since 1974. It is a felon of the third degree without statute of limitation to falsify a public
account or a public record as provided in Title 76, and 76-8-414, and other sections.
76-8-414. Recording false or forged instruments.
Every person who knowingly procures or offers any false or forged instrument to be
filed, registered, or recorded in any public office, which instrument, if genuine, might be
filed or registered or recorded under any law of this state or of the United States, is guilty
of a felony of the third degree. U.C.A. 76-8-414
History: C. 1953, 76-8-414, enacted by L. 1973, ch. 196, § 76-8-414.

14. The persons who pretended to enact legislation who did not file the required oath of
office with the secretary of state from 1974 to the present time, and acted to have those false
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legislative acts filed as genuine legislation have violated 76-8-414, and all such false laws that
were knowingly offered for filing, registration or recording are grounds for prosecution of those
who offered such documents to a public office. Many people have been prosecuted by false
officers, in false courts with false judicial officers, under false laws enacted by false legislators,
and handled by false executive officers, who all acted on the unofficial and unconstitutional
legislative acts from 1974 to the present time.

The making of court rules is also by false

judicial officers, persons exercising or attempting to exercise the functions of judicial offices
when they have not filed] the required oath of office with the secretary of state, such as Gordon
R. Hall, Richard C. Howe, Christine M. Durham, I. Daniel Stewart, Michael D. Zimmerman and
Leonard H. Russon, false supreme court justices.
15. Others who have failed to file oaths of office are: James Z. Davis, Michael J.
Wilkins, Russell W. Bench, Judith M. Billings, Pamela T. Greenwood, Norman H. Jackson and
Gregory K. Orme, who are false appeals court judges in a false appeals court..
16. In addition to those named above, are all persons claiming to be district court judges
in the eight judicial districts in Utah, but none of them have filed oaths of office with the
secretary of state, nor did most of those who preceded them for many terms of office.
CONCLUSION
All laws repugnant to the Constitution of the United States are
unconstitutional and void. All laws of the State of Utah that Conflict with the
Constitution or laws of the United States are void. All state laws repugnant to the
Constitution of the State of Utah are unconstitutional and void. All acts of
legislation and all amendments of the Utah Constitution from December 31,1974,
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are unconstitutional and void for lack of Constitutional authority in the Senate or
House of Representative of the Utah Legislature to enact any laws or propose any
amendments to the Constitution of the State of Utah. The Utah Court of Appeals
act of 1986, the Justice Court Act of 1989, and all acts relating to the district
courts from December 31,1974 to May 24,1999, are unconstitutional and void.
Therefore the Justice Court lacked jurisdiction, the Murray district court
lacked jurisdiction, and the Utah Court of appeals lacks jurisdiction.
Therefore the case must be dismissed for lack of jurisdiction in all three of
the courts.
Also the maximum fine that can be imposed by a justice of the peace is
299.00 units of silver coin. The fines imposed in the justice court exceeded
299.00 units of silver coin, therefore the fines were excessive. The maximum
allowance per day for time spent in jail is 2 units of silver, therefore the fine
would require 500 days of jail time for each of the two $1,000 dollar fines which
exceeded the jurisdiction of a municipal court
Dated this 24th day of May 1999 A.D.
Sheldon Peter Gortit
^""^3^—Governor of the State of Utah
PROOF OF SERVICE
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